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Barbara Murray | FCC-M i

1129 West Vine St. , Taylorville, Illinois 62568

May 31, 2006

FCC

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12" St. SW
Washington, DC 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Chairman Martin:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose your plans to
change the way monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

You are proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a
"pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result in
forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.
Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big businesses --
and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. [ urge you to rethink your flat-fee
plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-
distance users in the U.S.

I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely
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Elizabeth Doolittle e
422 Florian Way , Spring Hill, Florida 34609 RECEIVED & INSPECTED |
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Senator Mel Martinez FCC - | o
United States Senate C- MAILE%)(}M

317 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Martinez:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected for the Universal
Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a
"pay-for-what-you-use” system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result in forced phone bill
hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the
UJSF away from high volume users -- like big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. |
urge Chairman Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your constituents have contacted
you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work. T look forward to hearing
about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Doolittle
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May 23, 2006 12.27 AM
FCC - MAILROOM

Senator Bill Nelson

U.S. Senate

716 Hart Senate Oifice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Neison:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected for the Universal
Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a
"pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would result in forced phone bill
hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the
UJSF away from high volume users -- like big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. 1
urge Chairman Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting thern know that your constituents have contacted
you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work. T look forward to hearing
about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Doolittle

cc:

FCC General Email Box
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Elizabeth Doolittle
422 Florian Way , Spring Hill, Florida 34609 FGC - MAILROOM

May 23,2006 12:27 AM

Representative Ginny Brown-Waite
U.S. House of Representatives

414 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject; Re: Federai-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Brown-Waite:

As someone who 1s concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are collected for the Universal
Service Fund.

Chairman Martin 15 proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a
"pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result in forced phone bill
hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the
UISF away from high volume users -- like big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users --
students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. [
urge Chairman Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your constituents have contacted
you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued work. T look forward to hearing
about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Doolittle

CC;

FCC General Email Box
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Dale Murrax

1129 West Vine St. , Taylorville, Illinois 62568

May 31, 2006 11:43 PM

FCC

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12" St. SW
Washington, DC 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45
Dear Chairman Martin,

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose your
plans to change the way monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

You are proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) coliection methodology from a
"pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result in
forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.
Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big businesses --
and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. Iurge you to rethink your flat-fee
plan. 1t is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-
distance users in the U.S.

I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Dale Murray
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Betty Hartman

7014 Pine Needle Dr , Boones Mill, Virginia 24065-2216

May 31, 2006 11:04 AM
Senator George Allen /(V/

U.S. Senate e

204 Russell Senate Office Building /\6{\(\{\‘#/

Washington, DC 20510-0001
Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Allen:

As someone who 1s concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way
monies are collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection

methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system
would resulit in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance
users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like
big businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- 1s unfair. I urge Chatrman
Martin to rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43
million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your
constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your
continued work. I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

etty Hartman
tanTindn
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Les Tull FCC - MAILROC" '
5803 Lookout Mtn Dr , Austin, Texas 78731

May 30, 2006 06:58 PM

FCC

Chairman Kevin J Martin
445 12th St SW
Washington, DC, 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Chairman Martin:

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, [ oppose the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) plans to change the way monies are collected for the
Universal Service Fund.

You are proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a
"pay-for-what-you-use" system to a "monthly flat-fee." The flat-fee system would result in
forced phone bill hikes for me - and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.
Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users - like big businesses --
and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. [ urge you to rethink this flat-fee
plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-
distance users in the U.S.

I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Les Tull {J
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